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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 



Applicants' representative attempted to distinguish between the instant claims and the Kleinsctimit reference, by 
pointing out that the Kleinschmit reference disclosed the material in a built or compacted form while applicants' claims 
are to the combination of a layer of the material (Si/Ti mixed oxide) on a substrate. Applicants' representative proposed 
amending the claims to better clarify that the invention is to the material on a substrate. This examiner stated that he 
didn't believe that the combination of the material on a substrate created a patentable distinction over the prior art, but 
that all arguments and amendments would be considered at the time the amendment/response are filed. 



